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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The preliminary amendments filed September 8, 2004 and August 18, 2005 have 
been received. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the motor and rotary 
shaft of claim 14 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new 
matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
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the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: 1 of page 13, line 27 and 81 of page 15, line 9. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121 (d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

4. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because legal phraseology such as 
said and means has been used in the abstract. Correction is required. See MPEP 

§ 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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6. Claims 14-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

7. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 14 recites the 
broad recitation of "a propulsion assembly comprising a rigid structure", and the claim 
also recites "preferably further comprising a plate" which is the narrower statement of 
the range/limitation. 

8. In claim 19 "said first and second guide elements" has no clear antecedent. 

9. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
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protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 21 recites the 
broad recitation "in the range 100 to 600", and the claim also recites "preferably in the 
range 10° to 30°" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 
1 0. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 1 31 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
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Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 21 recites the 
broad recitation "in the range 45° to 100°", and the claim also recites "preferably in the 
range 60° to 90°" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

11. In claim 22 "said second guide element(s) is/are" has no clear antecedent as 
does not "said caisson". 

12. In claim 23 "said first guide elements" has no clear antecedent. 

13. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 23 recites the 
broad recitation "at least three male parts", and the claim also recites "preferably three 
sliders" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

14. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
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the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031 , 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 23 recites the 
broad recitation "at least two of said male parts", and the claim also recites "preferably 
said sliders" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 
1 5. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
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USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 23 recites the 
broad recitation "at least one third male part", and the claim also recites "preferably a 
third slider" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

1 6. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1 989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 25 recites the 
broad recitation "at least three male parts", and the claim also recites "preferably three 
sliders" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

17. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 



Application/Control Number: 10/507,022 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3617 

of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 25 recites the 
broad recitation "at least two of said male parts", and the claim also recites "preferably 
said sliders" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 
18. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 25 recites the 
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broad recitation "at least one third male part", and the claim also recites "preferably a 
third slider" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 
19. In claim 26 "said first guide elements" has no clear antecedent. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

20. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

21. Claims 14, 15, 19, 20 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Veronesi et al. 

Veronesi et al discloses a retractable thruster 23 for a surface or submersible vessel, 
the 

thruster comprising a propulsion assembly comprising a rigid structure 31 secured to a 
cylindrical turbine 26, said rigid structure 31 containing or being suitable for 
containing a 

motor, said motor being suitable for rotating at least one propeller inside said turbine via 
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at least one rotary shaft between said motor and said propeller (note that the motor and 
shaft are not positively claimed-the claim only states that the rigid structure is suitable 
for containing these), and preferably further 

comprising a plate 35 for closing the hull placed beneath said turbine and secured 
thereto, 

said propulsion assembly being displaceable by displacement means 60 and 62 
between a 

retracted position (figure 2A) in which it is at rest inside the hull and a deployed position 
(figure 2B)for 

providing propulsion in which the propeller is immersed beneath the hull, wherein said 
displacement means 60,62 enable said propulsion assembly to be moved between said 
retracted and deployed positions by said propulsion assembly performing uniform 
circular movement about an axis of rotation along shafts 43 and 45 situated 
substantially at the level of said hull or beneath said hull; wherein said displacement 
means 60, 62 

comprise guide elements 43,45 suitable for co-operating with said propulsion assembly 
to enable said propulsion assembly to be moved between said retracted and deployed 
positions by said propulsion assembly describing said uniform circular movement about 
said axis of rotation along shafts 43 and 45 situated substantially level with said hull or 
beneath said hull, said 

uniform circular movement being determined by the shape of said guide elements; 
wherein said guide elements 43, 45 
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comprise a plurality of said first and second guide elements 43, 45, disposed laterally 
on either 

side of said propulsion assembly on either side of a vertical plane containing the 

longitudinal axis of said rigid structure containing said rotary shaft extending between 

said motor and said turbine; wherein said propulsion assembly 

is included in part inside a caisson 28 and is secured thereto, said caisson being fitted 

on 

the top edge of a well, itself fitted inside said hull and having its base surrounding said 
opening in said hull and wherein said guide elements 43, 45 co- 
operate with drive means 60, 62 enabling said circular movement of the propulsion 
assembly relative to the hull to be generated. 

22. Claims 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 25 and 26 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office 
action and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Scott is cited to show the retractable propulsion system. Shima 
389 is cited to show rotary shaft 9. Shima 979 is cited to show motor 12. Wardell is 
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cited to show the retractable thruster. German 37 18 222 is cited to show the 
retractable thruster. 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sherman D. Basinger whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 6679. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 5:30 
a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel J. Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Sherman D. Basinger 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 
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